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  TAYLOR BOROUGH SITE, LACKAWANNA COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA.

   #DR
   DOCUMENTS REVIEWED:

        I AM BASING MY DECISION PRINCIPALLY ON THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTS DESCRIBING THE ANALYSIS OF COST
EFFECTIVENESS AND FEASIBILITY OF REMEDIAL ALTERNATIVES FOR THE TAYLOR BOROUGH SITE.  UNLESS OTHERWISE  
SPECIFIED, THE UNDERLYING TECHNICAL INFORMATION IS INCLUDED IN THESE REPORTS:

   -   "FEASIBILITY STUDY REPORT", (DRAFT), TAYLOR BOROUGH SITE,
       LACKAWANNA COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA, (NUS CORP. MAY, 1985)

   -   "REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION REPORT", (DRAFT), TAYLOR BOROUGH SITE,
       LACKAWANNA COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA, (NUS CORP. MAY, 1985)

   -   SUMMARY OF REMEDIAL ALTERNATIVE SELECTION

   -   RECOMMENDATIONS BY THE PENNSYLVANIA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL
       RESOURCES

   -   TAYLOR BOROUGH, RECORD OF DECISION DATED JUNE 28, 1985.

   -   STAFF SUMMARIES AND RECOMMENDATIONS.

   #DE
   DECLARATIONS
  
        CONSISTENT WITH THE COMPREHENSIVE ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSE, COMPENSATION AND LIABILITY ACT OF 1980
(CERCLA) AND THE NATIONAL CONTINGENCY PLAN (40 C.F.R. PART 300), I HAVE DETERMINED THAT THE MONITORING
ACTIVITIES DESCRIBED ABOVE TOGETHER WITH PROPER OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE CONSTITUTE A COST-EFFECTIVE REMEDY
WHICH MITIGATES AND MINIMIZES DAMAGE TO PUBLIC HEALTH, WELFARE, AND THE ENVIRONMENT.

        THE STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA HAS BEEN CONSULTED AND AGREES WITH THE APPROVED REMEDY.  FOLLOWING THE
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE REMEDIAL ACTIONS IDENTIFIED IN THE RECORD OF DECISION SIGNED ON JUNE 28, 1985, THE  
MONITORING ACTIVITIES IDENTIFIED BY THIS RECORD OF DECISION WILL BE REQUIRED TO ENSURE THE CONTINUED
EFFECTIVENESS AND LEVEL OF PROTECTION OF THE REMEDY.  THESE ACTIVITIES WILL BE CONSIDERED PART OF THE
APPROVED ACTION AND ELIGIBLE FOR TRUST FUND MONIES FOR A PERIOD OF ONE YEAR.

        I HAVE DETERMINED THAT THE ACTION BEING TAKEN IS APPROPRIATE WHEN BALANCED AGAINST THE AVAILABILITY
OF TRUST FUND MONIES FOR USE AT OTHER SITES.

   03/17/86                        JAMES M. SEIF
     DATE                     REGIONAL ADMINISTRATOR
                                  EPA REGION III.



                   SUMMARY OF REMEDIAL ALTERNATIVE SELECTION
                              TAYLOR BOROUGH SITE

   #CSS
   DESCRIPTION AND CURRENT SITE STATUS

        THE TAYLOR BOROUGH SITE IS LOCATED IN THE BOROUGH OF TAYLOR IN LACKAWANNA COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA.  THE
SITE IS AN ABANDONED LANDFILL LOCATED IN A STRIP MINE.  UNDERLYING THE SITE IS A SERIES OF UNDERGROUND 
MINES.  AS A RESULT OF THE LANDFILL OPERATION, WHICH CEASED IN 1968, THE TOPOGRAPHY OF THE SITE CONSISTS OF
RELATIVELY ROLLING TERRAIN BETWEEN STEEP SLOPES OF MINE SPOIL PILES AND UNRECLAIMED STRIP PITS.  FIGURE 1 IS
A SITE LOCATION MAP.

        AT THE SITE THERE WERE SIX (6) SURFACE DRUM DISPOSAL AREAS, AS IDENTIFIED ON THE SITE MAP (FIGURE 2). 
DURING THE FALL OF 1983 EPA IMPLEMENTED AN IMMEDIATE REMOVAL ACTION AND APPROXIMATELY 1,200 DRUMS   FROM
THESE SIX AREAS.

        FROM MARCH 1984 TO MAY 1985 EPA CONDUCTED A REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION AND FEASIBILITY STUDY (RI/FS) OF
THE SITE.  THE REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION DOCUMENTED SOIL CONTAMINATION IN FIVE OF THE FORMER SURFACE DRUM 
DISPOSAL AREAS, SURFACE WATER CONTAMINATION IN TWO SMALL PONDED AREAS (PONDS 1 AND 2 IN FIGURE 3) AND
APPROXIMATELY 125 CRUSHED AND INTACT DRUMS AND REMNANTS REMAINING ON THE SURFACE OR PARTIALLY BURIED. AN 
EXTENSIVE HYDROGEOLOGIC INVESTIGATION WAS ALSO CONDUCTED.  A FEASIBILITY STUDY WAS PERFORMED TO EXAMINE
VARIOUS ALTERNATIVES TO REMEDIATE THE SITE CONTAMINATION.  BASED ON CONCLUSIONS DRAWN FROM THE RI/FS AND WITH
THE CONCURRENCE OF THE PENNSYLVANIA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES (DER), THE EPA REGION III
ADMINISTRATOR SIGNED A RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) ON JUNE 28, 1985 WHICH CALLED FOR THE FOLLOWING REMEDIAL  
ACTIONS:

        1. REMOVAL AND OFFSITE DISPOSAL OF THE APPROXIMATELY 125 DRUMS AND REMNANTS.

        2. COLLECTION AND TREATMENT OF CONTAMINATED WATER IN PONDS 1 AND 2.

        3. EXCAVATION AND OFFSITE DISPOSAL OF CONTAMINATED SOILS, SEDIMENTS
           AND WASTES FROM FORMER DRUM STORAGE AREAS 1 AND 2, PONDS 1 AND 2.

        4. PROPER BACKFILLING AND PLACEMENT OF A 24 INCH SOIL COVER OVER
           THE AREA INCLUDING AND BETWEEN DRUM STORAGE AREAS 3 AND 6 AND OVER AREA 4.

        THE JUNE 1985 ROD DEFERRED A DECISION ON GROUND WATER ACTION.  AT THE TIME THE ROD WAS SIGNED,
ANALYTICAL RESULTS FOR GROUND WATER SAMPLES COLLECTED IN APRIL 1985 WERE NOT AVAILABLE.  IN ADDITION, BECAUSE
OF THE UNUSUAL HYDROGEOLOGIC CONDITIONS AT THE SITE, AS FURTHER DISCUSSED BELOW, ADDITIONAL CONSIDERATION OF
SITE GROUND WATER CONDITIONS WAS NEEDED.

   SITE GEOLOGY/HYDROGEOLOGY

        THE MUNICIPAL LANDFILL IS LOCATED IN A STRIP MINE WHICH SITS OVER AN EXTENSIVE SERIES OF ABANDONED
UNDERGROUND MINES.  DUE TO THE EXTENSIVE MINING, GROUND WATER BENEATH THE SITE HAS BEEN SIGNIFICANTLY ALTERED
IN BOTH QUALITY AND YIELD.  BEDROCK BENEATH THE SITE HAS NATURALLY-OCCURRING FRACTURES; HOWEVER, MINE VOIDS
HAVE CAUSED FURTHER ROCK FRACTURING AND SUBSIDENCE WHICH HAS IMPACTED GROUND WATER FLOW PATTERNS. 
UNCONSOLIDATED SOIL DEPOSITS HAVE BEEN DISTURBED THROUGH SURFACE MINING OPERATIONS.  AS A RESULT, THE
HYDROGEOLOGIC CHARACTERISTICS HAVE BEEN SUBSTANTIALLY ALTERED FROM NATURAL CONDITIONS.

        THE RI FOUND THAT MAJOR AQUIFERS THAT MAY HAVE EXISTED PRIOR TO MINING HAVE BEEN DEWATERED.  THERE
ARE SOME PERCHED WATER ZONES WITHIN THE SITE AREA CONTROLLED BY THE PRESENCE OF LOW-PERMEABILITY TILL  
DEPOSITS OR STRIP MINE SPOIL CONTAINING VARYING QUANTITIES OF CLAY AND SILT MATERIAL.  THERE IS NOT, HOWEVER,
A CONTINUOUS GROUND WATER LEVEL ACROSS THE SITE.

        WATER ENTERING THE SITE AND MOVING IN THE SUBSURFACE AS GROUND WATER FLOWS TO A VAST MINE POOL
UNDERLYING THE LACKAWANNA VALLEY.  THE WATER MOVES BY EITHER VERTICALLY MIGRATING THROUGH FRACTURED ROCK AND
MINE OPENINGS (AIR SHAFTS, SLOPE OPENINGS, UNSEALED BOREHOLES) OR BY FOLLOWING GEOLOGIC STRUCTURE AND
INTERCEPTING THE MINE POOL.  THE MINE POOL IS APPROXIMATELY 300 TO 350 FEET BELOW THE SITE SURFACE.  BASED ON
THE GROUND WATER PROTECTION STRATEGY CATEGORIES THE MINE POOL HAS THE CHARACTERISTICS OF AN UNPOTABLE CLASS 3
AQUIFER BECAUSE OF MINE DRAINAGE CONTAMINATION.  APPROXIMATELY FOUR MILES DOWNGRADIENT OF THE SITE THE MINE
POOL DISCHARGES TO THE LACKAWANNA RIVER.

        FIGURE 4 SHOWS THE LOCATIONS OF MONITORING WELLS AT THE SITE AND THE LOCATION OF COAL SEAMS AND
FIGURE 5 IS A GENERALIZED GEOLOGIC CROSS SECTION OF THE SITE.  CHAPTER 5 OF THE REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION REPORT
CONTAINS AN EXTENSIVE DISCUSSION OF THE SITE GEOLOGY AND HYDROGEOLOGY.



   GROUND WATER ANALYTICAL RESULTS

        IN THE JUNE 28, 1985 ROD REFERENCE IS MADE TO A RELEASE OF CONTAMINANTS INTO A COAL SEAM MONITORED BY
WELL 3C BASED ON THE ANALYSIS OF SAMPLES COLLECTED FROM THIS WELL IN SEPTEMBER 1984.  AS NOTED IN THE   RI
REPORT, THE DATA VALIDATION REVIEW OF THESE RESULTS FOUND THAT THE REPORTED RESULTS ARE OF QUESTIONABLE
ACCURACY.  ADDITIONALLY, THE TWO SUBSEQUENT SAMPLING EFFORTS THAT WERE ATTEMPTED DID NOT IDENTIFY ANY  
CONTAMINATION.  IN NOVEMBER 1984 AN ATTEMPT WAS MADE TO SAMPLE THE WELL BUT, BECAUSE OF THE AQUIFER
DEWATERING DISCUSSED ABOVE, THERE WAS INSUFFICIENT WATER IN THE WELL TO COLLECT A SAMPLE OF ADEQUATE VOLUME
FOR ANALYSIS.  SAMPLES COLLECTED IN APRIL 1985 DID NOT CONTAIN ANY OF THE COMPOUNDS REPORTED IN THE SEPTEMBER
SAMPLES.

        BASED ON THE FACTS THAT (1) THE VALIDITY OF THE ANALYTICAL RESULTS FROM THE SAMPLES COLLECTED IN
SEPTEMBER 1984 IS QUESTIONABLE, AND (2) SUBSEQUENT SAMPLING EFFORTS AT THIS WELL DID NOT IDENTIFY
CONTAMINATION, AN ADEQUATELY DOCUMENTED AND VERIFIED RELEASE OF CONTAMINANTS TO GROUND WATER AT WELL 3C HAS
NOT OCCURRED.

        THE ANALYTICAL RESULTS FROM THE OTHER WELLS, AS DISCUSSED IN THE JUNE, 1985 ROD, FOUND NO SIGNIFICANT
CONTAMINATION.  THE ONLY ORGANICS REPORTED WERE LOW PARTS PER BILLION LEVELS OF METHYLENE CHLORIDE AND BIS
(2-ETHYLHEXYL) PHTHALATE.  THERE WAS NO APPARENT PATTERN TO THE DETECTION OF THESE COMPOUNDS.  ADDITIONALLY
BOTH COMPOUNDS ARE COMMON SAMPLING AND/OR ANALYTICAL LABORATORY CONTAMINANTS (METHYLENE CHLORIDE IS USED TO
WASH BOTTLES AND BIS (2-ETHYLHEXYL) PHTHALATE IS A COMMON PLASTICIZER).

        THE DATA SUGGESTS THAT NO RELEASE TO GROUND WATER OCCURRED AT THIS SITE DURING THE RI.

   #RA
   RECOMMENDED ALTERNATIVE

        SINCE NO RELEASE HAS BEEN DOCUMENTED AT THE SITE, THERE IS NO NEED FOR GROUND WATER REMEDIAL ACTION
AT THIS TIME, THUS A NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE IS RECOMMENDED.  HOWEVER, A MONITORING PROGRAM IS WARRANTED TO
VERIFY OVER TIME THAT NO RELEASE IS OCCURRING.  TO MEET THIS OBJECTIVE EXISTING MONITORING WELLS IN THE COAL
SEAMS UNDERLYING THE SITE (WELLS 1B, 2C, 3C, 4C, 5B, 6A, 7C, 7D, 8B) SHOULD BE MONITORED ON A SEMIANNUAL
BASIS FOR ALL PRIORITY POLLUTANT VOLATILE ORGANICS AND HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCE LIST METALS FOR, AT A MINIMUM,
FIVE YEARS AFTER THE SURFACE REMEDIAL ACTION IS COMPLETED.  THE NATIONAL CONTINGENCY PLAN WOULD PERMIT THE
PERIOD TO BE EXTENDED IF NECESSARY TO PROTECT PUBLIC HEALTH AND OR THE ENVIRONMENT.

   #SCH
   COSTS AND SCHEDULE

         IT IS ESTIMATED THAT THE CURRENT COST TO CONDUCT ONE ROUND OF SAMPLING AND ANALYSIS FOR METALS AND
VOLATILES FOR THE MONITORING WELLS IDENTIFIED ABOVE IS $8,000, OR $16,000 FOR SEMI-ANNUAL MONITORING.  
ASSUMING A DISCOUNT RATE OF 10%, THE PRESENT WORTH COSTS OF A FIVE YEAR SEMI-ANNUAL MONITORING PROGRAM WILL
BE APPROXIMATELY $67,000.

        THIS PROGRAM WILL REQUIRE 10 ROUNDS OF SAMPLING SPACED APPROXIMATELY SIX MONTHS APART.  THE SAMPLING
SHOULD BE CONDUCTED IN THE EARLY SPRING (MARCH OR APRIL) AND THE END OF SUMMER (AUGUST OR   SEPTEMBER) OF
EACH YEAR BECAUSE THIS WILL PROVIDE DATA FROM WET WEATHER CONDITIONS AND DRY WEATHER CONDITIONS.  THE
PENNSYLVANIA DER IS PREPARED TO IMPLEMENT THE OPERATION & MAINTENANCE REQUIREMENTS OF THIS REMEDY.

   #OEL
   CONSISTENCY WITH OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL LAWS

        40 C.F.R. PART 264 SUBPART F REQUIRES GROUND WATER MONITORING AFTER CLOSURE OF A HAZARDOUS WASTE
FACILITY.  THE RCRA REGULATIONS DO NOT, HOWEVER, IDEALLY FIT THE CONDITIONS AT THIS SITE.  THE COMPLEX
NATURAL GEOLOGY, STRIP MINING, DEEP MINING AND LANDFILLING HAVE ALTERED NATURAL FLOWS AND DEWATERED NATURAL
AQUIFERS SUCH THAT IT IS TECHNICALLY IMPRACTICABLE TO SATISFY THE DETAILS OF THE RCRA GROUND WATER MONITORING
REGULATIONS.

        AS DISCUSSED IN SS300.68(I)(5)(III) OF THE NATIONAL CONTINGENCY PLAN, WHEN IT IS TECHNICALLY
IMPRACTICABLE TO COMPLY WITH APPLICABLE OR RELEVANT AND APPROPRIATE FEDERAL PUBLIC HEALTH AND ENVIRONMENTAL
REQUIREMENTS EPA SHOULD SELECT AN ALTERNATIVE THAT IS REASONABLE FROM AN ENGINEERING PERSPECTIVE AND THAT
MOST CLOSELY APPROACHES THE LEVEL OF PROTECTION PROVIDED BY APPLICABLE OR RELEVANT AND APPROPRIATE FEDERAL
PUBLIC HEALTH REQUIREMENTS, IN THIS CASE THE RCRA GROUND WATER MONITORING REQUIREMENTS.  THE INTENT OF A
MONITORING PROGRAM AT THIS SITE WILL BE TO DETERMINE IF A RELEASE IS OCCURRING, WHICH IS ALSO THE INTENT OF
THE RCRA REGULATIONS.

        THE RECOMMENDED MONITORING WELL NETWORK, INSTALLED DURING THE RI, WAS DESIGNED TO DETECT A GROUND
WATER RELEASE.  ALTHOUGH, BECAUSE OF THE UNUSUAL SITE CHARACTERISTICS, THE MONITORING NETWORK DOES NOT



STRICTLY MEET THE TECHNICAL REQUIREMENTS OF RCRA (I.E. SAMPLING IN THE NATURAL UPPERMOST AQUIFERS IS NOT
POSSIBLE DUE TO DEWATERING), THE NETWORK WILL, IN A COST-EFFECTIVE MANNER, SERVE TO DETECT RELEASES FROM THE
SITE.

        THE PURPOSE OF THE MONITORING PROGRAM IS TO DETERMINE IF THERE IS A RELEASE ABOVE BACKGROUND LEVELS. 
HOWEVER, THERE ARE NO UPGRADIENT WELLS WHICH HAVE PRODUCED WATER TO DATE (BECAUSE OF THE AQUIFER DEWATERING)
TO PROVIDE UPGRADIENT BACKGROUND DATA.  THEREFORE, DURING DESIGN THE VALIDATED PRIORITY POLLUTANT DATA TAKEN
FROM THE ONSITE AND DOWNGRADIENT WELLS, ALL OF WHICH SHOW NO SITE RELATED CONTAMINATION, AND ANY OTHER
APPROPRIATE DATA, WILL BE USED TO ESTABLISH BACKGROUND LEVELS.  ALTHOUGH THIS DOES NOT STRICTLY SATISFY THE
RCRA REQUIREMENTS OF 40 C.F.R. SS264.98, DETECTION MONITORING, IT MEETS THE INTENT TO THE GREATEST EXTENT
PRACTICABLE GIVEN THE UNUSUAL SITE CONDITIONS.

        IN ORDER TO PROTECT HUMAN HEALTH AND THE ENVIRONMENT, THE MONITORING PERIOD SHOULD BE OF SUFFICIENT
TIME TO DETERMINE IF A RELEASE WILL OCCUR AS DISCUSSED IN 40 C.F.R. SS264.117(A)(2)(I) OF THE RCRA
REGULATIONS.  THIS SITE WAS USED AS A LANDFILL UNTIL 1968, THEREFORE, THE SITE HAS HAD 18 YEARS TO GENERATE
LEACHATE TO CONTAMINATE GROUND WATER.  SINCE THE SAMPLING IN 1984 AND 1985 FOUND NO CONTAMINATION, IT APPEARS
THAT THE POTENTIAL FOR A NEW SOURCE OF LEACHATE TO BE GENERATED THIS MANY YEARS AFTER DUMPING CEASED, AND
THUS CAUSE GROUND WATER CONTAMINATION, IS LOW.  THEREFORE, IF MONITORING CONTINUES FOR FIVE YEARS AFTER THE
SURFACE REMEDIAL ACTIONS ARE COMPLETED (UNTIL 1992 ASSUMING THE SURFACE ACTION IS COMPLETED IN 1987) AND NO
RELEASE IS DETECTED, PUBLIC HEALTH AND THE ENVIRONMENT WILL BE ADEQUATELY PROTECTED BECAUSE IT WILL HAVE BEEN
24 YEARS SINCE THE LANDFILLING CEASED AND IT WOULD BE REASONABLE TO BELIEVE THAT THE SITE IS SECURE.  THE
FIVE YEAR MONITORING PERIOD IS ALSO CONSISTENT WITH THE FIVE YEAR MONITORING PERIOD FOR SURFACE WATER AND
SOILS REQUIRED BY THE JUNE 28, 1985 RECORD OF DECISION FOR THE SURFACE REMEDIATION.  THE MONITORING PERIOD
MAY BE EXTENDED, HOWEVER, IF DEEMED NECESSARY BY EPA.

        PRIORITY POLLUTANT VOLATILE ORGANICS AND METALS WERE SELECTED AS INDICATOR PARAMETERS IN ORDER TO
SATISFY THE REQUIREMENTS OF 40 C.F.R. SS264.98 (C).  VOLATILE ORGANICS WERE FOUND IN THE DRUMS PRIOR TO THEIR
REMOVAL AND HAVE BEEN FOUND IN THE SOIL.  GENERALLY, THEY ARE MOBILE AND PERSISTENT IN GROUND WATER.  METALS
WERE SELECTED BECAUSE THE CONTAMINATED SOIL CONTAINED METALS AND METALS ARE VERY PERSISTENT.   VOLATILE
ORGANICS AND METALS CAN BE EASILY DETECTED AT THE LOW PARTS PER BILLION CONCENTRATION USING STANDARD
ANALYTICAL METHODS.  THE SAMPLES WERE ANALYZED FOR THESE PARAMETERS DURING EVERY SAMPLING ROUND DURING THE RI
AND, THUS, THERE SHOULD BE SUFFICIENT EXISTING DATA ON CONCENTRATIONS AND VARIATION TO ESTABLISH A BACKGROUND
LEVEL.

        AS PER THE REQUIREMENTS OF 40 C.F.R. SS264.98(D), THE MONITORING SHALL BE CONDUCTED SEMI-ANNUALLY.
   #RS
   RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY

        ON JUNE 4, 1985 EPA HELD A PUBLIC MEETING TO DISCUSS THE REMEDIAL ACTIONS AT THE SITE.  AT THAT
MEETING EPA PROPOSED TO TAKE NO ACTION IN REGARD TO GROUND WATER REMEDIATION AND TO REQUIRE A GROUND WATER 
MONITORING PROGRAM.  EPA ALSO RECEIVED WRITTEN COMMENTS FROM A STEERING COMMITTEE OF POTENTIAL RESPONSIBLE
PARTIES ON JUNE 10, 1985, JUNE 14, 1985, AND JUNE 21, 1985.

        THE PRP COMMITTEE DID NOT OBJECT TO EPA'S PROPOSAL FOR NO ACTION IN REGARD TO GROUND WATER
REMEDIATION, BUT, THE COMMITTEE DID STATE THAT THE MONITORING PROGRAM DESCRIBED IN THE FEASIBILITY STUDY (IE.
INSTALLING ADDITIONAL WELLS AND MONITORING FOR ALL PRIORITY POLLUTANTS FOR THE NEXT 30 YEARS) WAS "CLEARLY
UNWARRANTED AND UNSUBSTANTIATED BY THE DATA CONTAINED IN THE RI/FS".  THE PRPS PROPOSED REMEDIAL ACTION PLAN
DID NOT INCLUDE A GROUND WATER MONITORING PROGRAM.

       EPA HAS FULLY CONSIDERED THE COMMENTS OF THE PRP COMMITTEE AND HAS RETAINED THE NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE
IN RESPECT TO GROUND WATER REMEDIATION.  IN REGARD TO THE MONITORING PROGRAM, EPA HAS CONSIDERED THE PRPS
COMMENTS AND HAS DECIDED TO IMPROVE THE EFFICIENCY AND COST-EFFECTIVENESS OF THE MONITORING PROGRAM BY
REQUIRING A MINIMUM OF 5 YEARS OF MONITORING FOR PRIORITY POLLUTANT METALS AND VOLATILE ORGANICS USING 9 OF
THE EXISTING MONITORING WELLS.  EPA BELIEVES A MONITORING PROGRAM IS STILL NECESSARY TO MEET THE INTENT OF
RCRA AND HAS TECHNICAL MERIT BECAUSE IT IS PRUDENT TO VERIFY THAT THERE IS NO CONTINUING RELEASE OF
CONTAMINANTS WHICH EPA SHOULD CONSIDER.

        COMMENTS FROM THE GENERAL PUBLIC FAVORED THE RECOMMENDED ALTERNATIVE.  EPA HAS SELECTED THE TWO
COMPONENTS OF THE RECOMMENDED ALTERNATIVE:  (1) NO ACTION IN REGARD TO GROUND WATER REMEDIATION AND (2) A
GROUND WATER MONITORING PROGRAM.  THE MONITORING PROGRAM SELECTED IN THIS RECORD OF DECISION HAS MINOR
DIFFERENCES IN TECHNICAL REQUIREMENTS (I.E.,SHORTER MINIMUM DURATION) THAN THAT DISCUSSED IN THE FEASIBILITY
STUDY.  THE DIFFERENCES ARE INTENDED TO IMPROVE THE COST-EFFECTIVENESS OF THE PROGRAM ONLY.  THE PROGRAM WILL
REMAIN REASONABLE AND SUFFICIENT TO DETECT GROUND WATER RELEASES AND WILL BE PROTECTIVE OF PUBLIC HEALTH AND
THE ENVIRONMENT.  THE NATIONAL CONTINGENCY PLAN WOULD PERMIT MODIFICATIONS TO THE MONITORING PROGRAM (I.E.,
LONGER DURATION) IF SITE CONDITIONS WARRANTED AND IT BECAME NECESSARY FOR PROTECTION OF THE PUBLIC HEALTH
AND/OR THE ENVIRONMENT. THEREFORE, THE SELECTED ALTERNATIVE AND MONITORING PROGRAM IS SUBSTANTIVELY
EQUIVALENT TO THE RECOMMENDED ALTERNATIVE.


